Introduction
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The work presented here uses benchmark models from the Virtual In- 
where µ is the dynamic viscosity in The results do not contradict Gijsen et al. (1999a,b) , who, using both ex- aneurysm region (where the shear rate is low) compared to the Newtonian inside the aneurysm, and hence the non-Newtonian model produces a smaller 78 mass flow rate. Also, the lower velocity gradient promotes a lower wss while 79 a higher viscosity promotes a higher wss.
80
In the lower aneurysm, the effect of the increased viscosity is domi-
81
nant and the Newtonian model significantly underestimates the average wss.
82
Overall, it seems that the non-Newtonian hypothesis redistributes the veloc- -th of its amplitude.
89
The mass flow rate entering the aneurysm in the unstented case at time 
104
The third stent is particularly efficient in reducing the mass flow rate 105 entering the aneurysm, in particular in the first half of the pulse cycle with 106 reductions ranging from 20 % to 50 % when compared to the unstented artery.
107
The third stent also shows better performance, when compared with the other 108 two stents, for more than 75 % of the pulse cycle. 
Evaluating three stents from visc'07
110
Considering the non-Newtonian blood model (see Table 1 ), the mass flow (a 26.9 % reduction).
117
From these initial considerations stent 3 is expected to be a better clinical 118 performer than the other two.
119
Comparing the wss in the unstented case with the three stented models 120 ( Figure 3 and Table 1 ), the use of a stent appears to be very effective in 121 reducing the wss. 
